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ii for the Horſe, a Bridle for the As, and a Rod for thi 
«te Fool's Back. 

A. ſwer not a Fol according to his Folly, (not according to his- 
EEE A{gnorance and Ill nature) 4% thou alſo be like unto him. 
LEE Arn/wer a Fool according to his Folly, (according to what his 
Folly really merits) /eft he be wiſe in his own Conceituy 
Prov. xxvi. 3, 4» 5 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


When 1 replied to Ciyis' paper, I could have 2 his real name 


and place of abode, but I. ſpared him. Since he heard I am going to 


inform the inhabitants of this city where to find him, he has been 
He has poſitively denied what he publiſbed to ma- 


eertibly afraid. 
ny reſpectable perſons. An anonymous letter was ſent to me laſt 
week, which carries evident marks of its being written by him or ſome 
of his friends. It contains three things. 1. A very flattering account 
of the goodneſs of my heart—my cauſe, my preaching and writing, 
Kc. 2. A flood of reproach againſt all that oppoſed me: and a very 
wie and flanderous aſſertion that Mr E n was my opponent, 
which, is ſo contrary to truth, that it can admit of no apology. 3. An 
artful attempt to perſuade me not to reply to this late publication. 
This is the deſigh-of the writer in his friendly epi/tte. The letter may 
be ſeen at the printing office by any perſon. _, 

Mr B. poſitively declared, that the blind Precentor of Mr Aitken's 
chapel was the author. On Tueſday that gentleman called on me, out 
of pure friendſhip, to adviſe me to publiſh no names in my anſwer. I 
received him as a meſſenger from Mr B. and treated him accordingly,— 
When 1 told him how Mr B. had declared he was the author, he denied 
the charge before witneſſes. The good man ſeemed nettled at a brother's 
wiſhing to father upon him, what was either his own work, or his by 
adoption. Before I returned to town on Tueſday, Mr B. appeared 
anxious to ſee me, propoſing to go to Mr Chalmers with me to prove 
his innocence. But he has wiſely. kept at a diſtance. He ſhewed 
evident ſigns of his diſtreſs to many perſons yeſterday, and came to his 
laſt ſhift. Mr George Ironſide, of the Green, ſent me a letter, own- 
ing hiniſelf to be the anchor of both pieces, and hopes as © an affair of 
* honour, that I ſhall conceal his name.” It would appear from his 
.etter that he (and perhaps others) has helped Mr B. in this bufineſs. 
But as Mr B. printed and publiſhed them as his own work, and ſeemed 
to glory in what he had done till the laſt week, 1 ſhall leave my 

eaders to judge, whether he 6ught not to bear the barthen and heat of 
the preſept day. If theſe famous pieces were rough hewed out of the 
Mountain by Mr Tronſide, I apprehend Mr B. poliſhed and carved them 
for the preſs. They are his by adoption. What prodigious geniuſes 


Wis merchant and this ſchoolmaſtet muſt be, to be capable of ſuch 


extraordinary exertions of u ing as ate diſplayed in theſe pieces! 
While the former will have his crowded to ſee ſuch a prodigy of 
Wit and humour, will not all the ſenſible citizens of this place throng 
Me {hook of the latter with their children, that they may partake of 
his amazing abilities ? A ee % © 
Aberdeen, 20th Feb. 1794. | 

P. 8. Mr Ironſide called upon me this morning, and declared he did 
not write either of the pieces. One of them he had not ſeen till yeſ- 
terday. Yet to ſerve Mr B. he italy and deliberately wrote againſt 
his own conſcience in the letter he ſent me. He told me, had the 
piece been well written, he would "have owned it ſtill. I publiſh this 
as a reproof to this young man, and that others may take warning by 
al examploHis letter alſo may be fen at the Printing · oſpee. 


public were ple 
has frequently publiſhed under the ſignature of Cifts, 


<4 


. N 
SIR, 
EVERAL reafone have been given by different an! 


+ I thors for writing anonymouſly. The following 


might induce you to this. Firſt, When you knew the 
1 aſed and ſatisfied with what Mr E 


you might ſuppoſe, they would receive your writings 
as the production of his pen. But the inhabitants of 
Aberdeen are not ſo ſoon impoſed upon. They could 
not for a moment imagine, that he would debaſe his 
character, by writing on a ſubject of this nature. Se- 
condly, You might be induced to fign yourſelf Civis, 
10 have an opportunity of hearing what your neighbours 
{aid of your work, without being obſerved. It would 
be a great mortification to hear your firſt paper exeerat- 
ed from one end of the town to the other. Friends and 
enemies were wnanimous in reprobating it. This may 
account for your poſitively declaring you had not writ= 
ten it to ſeveral perſons, when they hinted you was 
its author. It would have been madneſs or folly to 


have ſigned your own name to the piece you have juſt 


publiſhed. It would have expoſed you to contempt 
among all ſorts of perſons. Laſtly, Under a fictitious 
name, you might conſider yourfelf more at liberty to 
ſlander and abuſe your opponent. Many have trod in 
this path before you, and only kept themſelves from 
puniſhment by being concealed. 'This may account 
for the following epithets, which ſhine ſo 3ri/hantly in 
your pamphlet. “ What connection is there between 
« a Methodiſt and a Madman ? « He immediately 
ce ſtarts like a madman from one extreme to another.“ 
— Amply manifeſting his malice and reſentment. - 
& Diſcharge a volley of his hatred upon them, &c.”—: 
« Had the inſolence not only to abuſe the 2 
« of the Shooting Club” &c. « Expoſing his ignorance 
« by finding fault” &c,—« No man in his ſenſes 
ce * out have recourſe to ſuch pitiful ſhifts? &c.— A 
pitiful! alluſion” —« Jumbled | rhapſody” — «© Meet- 
« fs Wi th nothing but rhapfody of futility, fluctua- 
tion and ſcurrilous epithets——the ſum total of which 
amounts to ſe ven letter. NOTHING“. - 


Do vou think, ſir, that theſe are the ſober dictates 
. reaſons and are likely to carry convickiog to the 5 
ety of all who read what you have written? I leave 
the public to judge, whether you or I act moſt like 4 = 
madiian, and to determine, which of us is fitteſt for © 
Be I call 
8 call . your firſt paper „ abrupt remarks,” and jo 
would” have us believe, it was with great reluctance 5 
you appeared a ſecond time in public, when you had! 
the mortification. to obſerve, I had publiſhed a reply to 
pow paper. Will not your readers, fir, think you? 5 
nder of your Sede than this confeſſion inſinuates? 0 
to} 
] 
] 


wo 


Will they not. ſuppoſe that this profeſſion ſavours of 
hypocriſy : ? And will they not conclude, that your pen , &« 
muft have a better head to diftate, and a better hand | 
to guide it, before much execution is done? ; 

n the hand bill your pamphlet is called, « a full . 
4 and final anſwer” to what I have written. But your * ö 
readers will find, that you have not ſo much as attempt- Y 
ed to anſwer moſt of the arguments I brought againſt Joy 
dancing. Have you ſhown, it is not a ſinful waſte of * 
time and money? Have you proved that it is not a mean joy 
of forming connections hurtful and ruinous to the youth 
of both ſexes, and that it does not generally lead to a * 
number of vices? We have not one word of an anſwer 
to what I have juſt named, and to a number of things bn 
which are found in my pamphlets. You cannot ſup- be 
poſe, ſir, that any perſon but yourſelf, will conſider it © 
a full, whatever they may think of its being a final an- 
ſwer. There are two or three places in your pamphlet FL 
which 1 ſhall conſider, before I examine the manner 
of. Nr anſwering arguments. 

ou begin your anſwer with a declaration contrary 
to truth. & After conſiderable ſearch, he has at laſt 
cc diſcovered that I am a Papi.” My words are: “ 1 /Y® 
« a inclined to believe, he either belon s to the church 
& of Rome, or is ſome nonjuror.” Does this paſſage 
diſcoyer you to be a papiſt? You will have it that non- 
Juror is an obſolete term. Yan. are however as much of 
diſtinguiſhed from other profeſſors by this name ever 
uo, as We are by "the name of Mcthodiſts. * When -- 


hoped you did not belong to any diſſenting con — 
re ton; 5 to the church of England or Scotland, I 2 
arc there were other churches in the world beſides theſe, 
e a Are you not diſtinguiſhed from diſſenters by perſogs, 
or of your own profeſſion ? Are you not at the prefent 
calling yourſelves © the epiſcopal church of Scotland 
and Are you not as much known by the name of Nonguror, 
nce in the writings of many hiſtorians and divines, as th 
bad Roman-catholics are from all other profeſſions? Ap 
would it not be as improper to diſtinguiſh yon from 
yOu the reſt of the people, by the name of diſſenter, as it 
>; would to give this name to Papiſts? It will be 
of to know who has been jumbling on this ſubjeA. _ 5 
den In another paſſage you ſay, „ he ſeems particular- 
ind © ly ſtung by the alluſion our Saviour makes between, 
« the joy in heaven over repenting ſinners, and muſic 
full!“ and dancing.” Our Lord informs us, in applying 
dur the parable of a woman's rejoicing with her friendæ 
pt- when ſhe had found her loſt piece of filver, of the. 
inſt Joy that is in heaven among the angels of God, when 
a ſinner repenteth. But there is not a word abont the 
an Joys of heaven in the parable of the prodigal ſon.— 
ith When his brother heard « mufic and dancing” he en- 
quired into the cauſe of theſe; but neither our Lord 
nor his apoſtles applied it to the joys of heaven. If 
you accommodate the text and make it ſpeak this Ian- 
guage, it is yowr words it delivers, and not the words 
of the Prince of life and glory. This, fir, is ſtill ſcrip- 
tate of your own coining, notwithſtanding the pity 
let you have expreſſed for my ignorance, &c, 3 
In my obſervations I ſaid, „ we have no poſitive de- 
« claration againſt horſe- races, cock fighting, &c. It is 
ry 60 D theſe vices have been found out ſincè the 
« ſeriptures were completed, &c.“ aud in my reply to 
I Jour paper I ſhewed the two paſſages you brought from, . 
ch St. Paul's Epiſtles, particularly referred to the chriſtian's 
race; and your bringing them to prove the lawfulgeſs of. 
hotſe-races, was the reaſon of your jumbling in Fay part 
ch Of your paper. You cxult here in a.ſuppoſed victory, 
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and cry out, « ſhall we call this a wilful falſhood, or the 
en “ effect of ignorance? Races found out ſince the ferip- 
* 8 A 3 * 1 


2 — —— — — 


r er aa 9 9 


« tures were completed! now, there we 


2 TOC Den 


in the Olympic games, but it will require more proof be 
than I have yet met with, to believe horſe races were then ne 


eſtabliſhed. . Did you not know that horſe- races was the 


ſubject of debate between us, and did you not wilfully | 


13 the meaning of my words, when you aſſerted 


intained © races were found out ſince the ſcriptures | 


« were completed ? » And does not this paſſage in your 


pamphlet prove beyond a doubt, that you are a deuble- 
diſtilled j umbler? 


Let us now examine your manner of anſwering my 


arguments. You ſay, „I expected, tho? he did not give 


« ſcripture for his aſſertion, ke at leaſt would favour us 
< with ſome paſſage here. But finding it impoſſible, he 


« immediately ſtarts like a madman, from one extreme 


« to another.” However, contrary to your aſſertion, . 
after quoting a paſſage from your paper I ſtarted to a text 


in the ſcriptures, where David adviſes the « people to 


* praiſe God in the dance; and ſhewed that he danced to 


the glory of God before the ark. After a few obſervati- 
ons, we have the following anſwer, which is far above 
my comprehenſion. According to Mr. Kilham's mode 
ac of reaſoning, it is evidently a ſin for a woman to be 
a prolific; for it is ſaid, woe unto them that are with child, 
© and to them that give ſuck in thoſe days; and charity is 
1c nothing but a big coat, becauſe the apoſtle bids us put 


« it en above all things,” You add, „David does not 
« ſay, Dance the praiſes of God, but, Let them praiſe 


c God in the dance,” —which, according to your opi- 


Dion, are two very diſtin&t things. It is not ſinful igno- 


rance in me not to underſtand this paſſage, becauſe I 
Have examined it all its parts, and as it is collected into 
this fameus maſs! I ſhall leave the ſenſe of it to be deter- 
mined by the learned and the wiſe. 

If dancing, on ſpecial occaſions, was an act of ng 
dus worſhip under the old teſtament diſpenſation, (which 
I neither affirm nor deny) we have not a word of its 
being a duty injoined on chriſtians under the diſpenſation 
of Jeſus Chriſt. But if old and young, rich and poor, 
were taught to dance the praiſes of God, ſinging — 


and hymxs and ſpiritual ſongs, making miſody i in their heart 
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e, 1 repeat it again, ſuch dancing as this, might 


oof be — 2 into a Methodiſt Chapel, if it were judged 
hen neceſſary. Is there any thing in this aſſertion that milt- 


the 
0 
will think me ridiculous for this declaration? 


darkneſs. 
mode of dancing together confounds yourſelf, and is cal- 


tates againſt religion or morality? Who bat Mr Bk 


But modern dancing, which you call cutting caßcrsg 
is ſo. irrational and ſo contrary to religion and eommon 
ſenſe, that it ought to be ridiculed by all, who value 
their being made in the image and likeneſs of Ged. You 18 
« Mr Kilham's ſyſtem entirely deſtroys itſelf; for if d 


e cing be now ſinful, it could not be holy in former 


« ages.” If it were the dancing which is now in vogue 


among different claſſes of people, it could never be holy. 


But the dancing David recommended and practiſed, was 
as contrary to the preſent mode, as light is oppoſite to 
Your jumbling ſcripture with the preſent 


culated to confound your readers. Whatever dancing 


may be in its own nature, it cannot be a matter of indif- 


ference, as it is practiſed now in moſt, if not in every 
place. Whatever you may think of indifferency, we ate 
either glorifying God in our bodies and fpirits, which are. hit, 
every moment of our life, or acting contrary to his will. 
When I called on you to prove there were muſic 'and 
dancing at the marriage of Cana io Galilee, and promiſed 
to accept of your challenge if you attempted to do it, 


you ſay, „Here we have a jumble with a witneſs! IJ am 


s obliged to prove there were muſic and dancing at the 
« marriage of Cana, becauſe he is not able to prove the 
« contrary.” Pray, fir, who jumbles here? Bring your 
proof that there were muſic and dancing at that wedding, 
and then expect it to be invalidated, Is there any jumble 
in this fair propoſal? This is another evidence of yobc 
being what the title of this letter aſſerts. 

Let us hear how you get over the falſhood I ſaid you 
had palmed on us, in aſſerting, be a man's accompliſh= 
« ments what they will, without this, (i. e. dancing) he 
has more the appearance of a clown than a gentleman,” 
Inſtead of attempting to overthrow what'I advanced in 
that. place, all the anſwer you gave, is contained in the 


following very ſhort paſſage, “ Palmed on them! how 


© could he ſuppoſe it was palmed on them? it is we 


« known they are men of no accompliſhments, except | 


« jpnorance be one.” But if we have no accomplifh- 
meſnits, many of your readers have, and you ought to 


have abliged them, by getting over this paſſage better 


than you have done. 


You would not own you could not confute my ar- 


guments, but was forced to avail yourſelf, of «© our 
« having no accompliſhments,” to get out of this laby- 
rinth. Will your friends applaud' you for this method of 
anſwering what I had aſſerted ? WIT RY 
There are two charges which you bring againſt me, 
exceedingly contrary to truth. The firſt is contained 
in theſe words. * What ſhadow of connection had the 
« ſubject with written ſermons? None at all. Yet here 
« he muſt diſcharge a volley of his hatred upon 257, 
« by which he boldly attacks the eſtabliſhed church 
“ in both parts of the kingdom. But is he really in 
« earneſt ? What, in the name of wonder, had be- 
« come of us, had the apoſiles written none of heir 
« ſermons ? We at leaſt had ne ver heard of a New 7% 
« fament. Now, fir, I muſt inform you, that I did 
not ſpeak a word about written ſermons. I only ſhew- 
ed, if a miniſter read his ſermon, it is not poſſible for 
him to act as a good dancer in the pulpit. The “ vol- 
« ley of hatred,” againſt written ſermons, which you 
name, is not found in my pamphlet, but in your fertile 
imagination. Is this acting the part of an honeſt anta- 
goniſt, or the part of a wilful calumniator ? e 
You have happily found out, that we ſhould never 
have had a New Teſtament, if it had not been for 
he ſermons of the apoſtles. We have our Lord's ſer- 
mon on the mount, and 
delivered, in the goſpels. We have allo in the Acts 


of the apoſtles, very ſhort abridgements of ſeveral ſer- 
mons delivered by the apoſtles, but I never knew that. 


ehe epiſtles ſent to the different churches, | &. were, 


ſermons before. Will not your readers ſuppale, you, 
u 


have never read the New Teſtament; or that.you have 
Not wiſdom to diſtinguiſh between an epiſtle and a ſer- 
won? If you gap perſuade the world, that the New 


part of ſeveral diſcourſes he 


9 
Teſtament is a valume of . written by the apoſ- 
tles, I am apprehenſive the Bookſellers will find their 
porantagy in this, and join in a letter of thanks to you. 
ou may depend on it, they will not be angry, if you 
mould publiſh, that you had a Sermon of thanks from 


them, as a recompence for your wonderful ae yt 


Would you, inſinuate in the paſſage I am conſider- 
ing, that the apoſtles wrote their ſermons, and then 
read them to the people, as many modern divines do? 
And can you imagine an opinion of this nature will be 
received by your readers? The point in debate between, 
us reſted on the appearance of miniſters in public. Tou 
declared « a Clergyman who has not been taught to 
« dance cuts a poor figure in the pulpit:” and added, 
« hence the aukward appearance of our MethodijZ 
tc preachers.” I endeavoured to ſhew, that a man 
who repeats ſermons he has committed to his memo- 
ry, or reads his diſcourſes, cannot appear as a good 


dancer in the pulpit. And that, whether the methodiſt 


preachers can dance or not, they have more the ap- 
3 of it in the pulpit than moſt of the clergy. It 

you, fir, that drag in, and jumble written ſermons, 
with what I ſaid on this ſubje&t. But I muſt quit this 
paſſage, or my letter will be called a Sermon by you, and. 
probably, in your next publication, appear in this cha- 
tacter to the world. 

In another paſſage you ſay, „ he, however, had the 
te inſolence, not only to abuſe the Gentlemen of the 
& Shooting Club, but to attack a large and reſpectable 
« body of Clergymen, for looking at that to which the 
cc apoſtle was no ſtranger.” The firſt of theſe-charg- 


es is exceedingly falſe. I have not ſo much as named 


the gentlemen of the Shooting Club, nor have I had the 
leaſt reterence to them, in the paſſage you refer to.— 


It was gentlemen who follow the hora to the chace 


which I named, without the leaſt abuſe. Nor have I 
abuſed the clergy you name, in ſhowing they acted out 
of character in attending the late races. I am yet far 
from believing. that St Paul ever ſaw a Horſe-race, or 
attended the Olympic games. But this appears, ſelf- 
evident according to your aſſertion, Do you imagine 


[ | A 
he was not capable F atludio to the Olympic gameshoice 
without attending them? Muſt every miniſter of the'fſelve 
goſpel be a party in every amuſement or fin he refers to their 
in his preaching or writing, becauſe he names them? this 

There are two paſſages in your pamphlet which I ſhall their 
make a few remarks upon. You ſay, „we ought indeed as a 
* to have our minds impreſſed with a zealous regard for yerfi 
« God's glory, in our actions; which, thouſands know mar 
«by experience, is noways inconſiſtent with modem r 
& dancing.” The firſt part of this paſſage is exactly ace Mr 
cording to the ſcriptures of truth; but declaring that ſon 
modern dancing is no ways incon{; ſtent with the glory ture 
of God, is a very bold aſſertion. Is the glory of God of © 
the end you aim at when you meet to dance? Is the con- vun, 
verſation that paſſes between the parties that aſſemble, to in 
the glory of God? Are the tunes and the ſongs connec- hel 
ted with them likely to accompliſh this end? Are the dud 
many hours ſpent in this violent exerciſe redeemed to the ted 

lory of God? Or the many vices uſually connected with  ? 
ancing? The thouſands you name, are like yourſelf, | fol] 
v4.96 04319 with the meaning of that text, Gl/orify Gd | told 

in yur bodies and ſpirits which are God's, It you under= | . 
ſtood the import of this paſſage, you would never debaſe chr 
the character of a chriſtian, by pleading tor modern 3 Pa 
dancing, that God may be glorifted. 

In the laſt page you quote Eccles. 8. 15, and think it ha- 
accords with what yon ſaid on the marriage feaſt of Cana kin 
in Galilee: and add, „which is more than ſufficient to | ant 
& refute all that can be ſaid to the contrary.” 'Theſe fai 
words are conſidered by many commentators, as the tin 
maxim of a libertine, and not the language of a ſervant of thi 
of God. It accords vaſtly with your explanation of the ch 
marriage of Cana in Galilee, and you ought to have the 
thanks of every glutton and drunkard in thefe nations, 
for explaining a piece of hiſtory in the New-Teſtament e 
in favour of their conduct, and proving it beyond refuta- wh 
tion by a paſſage from the old: which is conſidered de 
many as the ſentiment of a man, 2 makes Pig belly, "tis 
God. th 

You add, „none have ſo: much cauſe to rejoice, a8 * 
« the righteous, provided they ow their mirth within 


ße bounds of moderation.“ The truly righteous re- 
mes joice in Chriſt Jeſus, and have no confidence in them. 
the ſſelves. But perſons of this character will not ſacrifice 
to their chriſtian experience, for the vain amaſements of 
this world. Your modern dancing, is ſo contrary to 
all their views of the religion of Jeſus, that they conſider it 
ed as an object of contempt, and ſincerely pray for the con- 
for verſion of all who practiſe it. I ſhall conclude my re- 
o marks, in the following particulars. | 
n r. Fam ſorry that yon ſhould follow the example of * 
ace Mr Lee Lewes, by dragging into your pamphlet, a per- 
nat ſon that never oppoſed you. Perſonal attacks of this na- 
TY ture, unprovoked, are exceedingly contrary to that rule 
od of our Lord's; Whatſcever ye would that men ſhould do unte 
n- you, do pe ſo untothem. If he had been connected with me 
to in this buſineſs, or if any thing he had ſaid would have 
'C- helped your argument, it would have juſtified your con- 
he dock; but as the paſſage now ſtands, you have not ac» 
he ted the part of a gentleman in publiſhing it | 
th Lou might have prefaced your attack on him in the 
if, | following manner. A Revd. Carpenter, Jeſus Chriſty 
od. told his audience, Bleed are ye when men ſball revile. you, 
r=' Oc. A Revd. Fiſherman, St Peter, ſaid, F ye ſuffer as 
ſe | chriſtians, be not aſhamed, Sc. A Revd. Tentmaker, St 
n Paul, ſaid, There wwere buſy bodies in his day, as in ours, 
- © meddling with other men's matters. And you might then 
have ſhown what a number of Revd. Farmers in this 
kingdom have ſaid in the ſermons they have preached, 
and in their writings. It is probable, taat moſt of the 
faithful miniſters of Chriſt before the days of Conſt an- . 
tine, followed different trades to ſupport themſelves and 
thoſe that were dependent on them. It is only ſince the 
church was corrupted, that titles and livings have been 
* Mr Lee Lewes flanderoufly reported in his pamphlet, that = 
worthy colleague was drawn into the Dundee Theatre, by a ſtratage 
which he made uſe of. Iam happy to inform the public, that he nevew 
| | heard a word about his candles burning longer or ſhorter ; he never at- 
tended the play-houſe to ſee any thing about them. They might haye 
publiſhed with as much truth, that Gabriel the Arch-Angel tele inte 
* | their gallery, and ſxulted out the play of Douglas, as that he did it. 
L 1 was not dufficiently informed of this fact hen I publiſhed wy anſwer 
d ee Loney, . 


appointed to miniſters of national churches. Perhaps 
the time will come when the church will be purged from 
her corruption, and the goſpel preached by ſuch men 
as the people ſhall chooſe. And if any poor congrega- 
tion cannot ſupport a miniſter, who may be the object 
of their choice, he will have grace and good ſenſe enough, Wn 
to labour with his own hands for his maintenance. 
This will be for the glory of God, and the good of his 
cauſe, | Wn 
2. You may think that thoſe notes of admiration, ae 
which are fo plentifully found in your pamphlet, will 
excite your readers to admire what you have written. 
But when they find little to admire, but the calumny 
which you have in every page diſplayed, they will ra- 
ther deſpiſe than eſteem your conduct. A very great 1 
man informs us, that only children and ignorant per- 
ſons admire every thing they meet with which appears A 
new or ſtrange to them. If we were to judge of your || , 
underſtanding, by thoſe many notes in your eight pages, 
ſhould we not be compelled to conclude, that you are 
but a child in knowledge ? oy: 

3. Take the advice of an apoſtle in the future. Stu | 1 | 
« dy to be quiet, and mind your own buſineſs.” You may if 1 
appear in your ſhop to advantage, but as an anſwerer a 
of arguments, and an advocate for the amuſements 1 
have oppoſed, you make but a very poor ume I | 
'This is not my opinion only, but the opinion of many, | 
who love to “ cut capers” in modern dancing as well | 
as you do. And be aſſured, that were all the friends 
ef the amuſements I have named to meet in a body, 
for the purpole of chooſing an advocate for their cauſe, 
your late publications would make you an object of re- 
probation. | 

Earneſtly deſiring and praying for your preſent and] 
eternal happineſs, I am, Sir. 
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Your's, &c. 
Aberdeen, 


8 ALEXs. KILHAM, 
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